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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -22 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-16, and 18-22 are rejected under 35 USC 112 second paragraph for the 
following reasons: 

3. The relationship between first recitation of "a common word or phrase" (Claim 1 line 4. 
Claim 14 lines 4-5, Claim 18 lines 3-4, Claim 21 lines 4-5, and Claim 22 line 4) and the 
secondary recitations (Claim 1 line 6. Claim 14 line 7, Claim 18 line 5, Claim 21 line 7, and 
Claim 22 lines 5 and 10) as well as any further recitations (Claims 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 19, and 20) is 
unclear. 

4. The relationship between first recitation of "a search based on the received search query" 
(Claim 1 line 7 and Claim 14 line 8) and the secondary recitations (Claim 3 line 3 and Claim 6 
line 4 and claim 16 line 3) is unclear. 

5. , The relationship between first recitation of "a search based on the rewritten search query" 
(Claim 1 line 7) and the secondary recitation (Claim 5 line 3) is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1-5, 7, 9, 12, 14-19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US 6006225, known hereafter as Bowman. 

7. As per Claim /, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

1. A method, comprising: receiving a search query; /Cb/ 3 lines 5-9) determining whether the 
received search query includes an entity name; (Col 6 lines 59-641 determining whether the 
entity name is associated with a common word or phrase; {Col 6 line 64- Col 7 line 5} 
selectively rewriting the received search query based on whether the entity name is determined to 
be associated with a common word or phrase; (Figure 7 shows if there are no terms in the 
correlation table then no rewrite is performed, Figure 9 also shows the rewrite be selectable as 
well) performing a search based on the received search query or the rewritten search query to 
obtain search results; and presenting the search results {Figure 9} L 

8. As per Claim 2, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

2. The method of claim 1 , further comprising: providing a link to the received search query when 
the search is performed based on the rewritten search query. {Figure 9 shows the rewritten query 
being accessed through a link from to original query, it is inherent that those results would have 
a link back to the received search query via the back button} 

9. As per Claim 3, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising: receiving selection of the link to the received 
search query; and performing a search based on the received search query. {Figure 9} 
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10. As per Claim 4, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

4. The method of claim 1 , further comprising: providing a link to the rewritten search query 
when the search is performed based on the received search query. {Figure 9} 

11. As per Claim 5, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

5. The method of claim 4, further comprising: receiving selection of the link to the rewritten 
search query; and performing a search based on the rewritten search query. {Figure 9, Col 14 
lines 13-23} 

12. As per Claim 7, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

7. The method of claim 1 , wherein determining whether the entity name is associated with a 
common word or phrase comprises: comparing the entity name to a dictionary of words or 
phrases . {Figure 7, Figure 5 A} 

13. As per Claim 9, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

9. The method of claim 1 a wherein determining whether the entity name is associated with a 
common word or phrase comprises: generating a table of entity names that are associated with 
common words or phrases, and determining whether the entity name is associated with a 
common word or phrase based on the table. {Figure 5a, Col 2 lines 47-63} 

14. As per Claim 12, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

12. The method of claim 1 , wherein performing a search comprises: searching based on the 
received search query when the entity name is determined to be associated with a common word 
or phrase. {See Figure 9} 

15. As per Claim 14, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 
See Claim 1 rejection. 
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16. As per Claim 15, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 
See Claim 2 rejection. 

17. As per Claim 16, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 
See Claim 3 rejection. . 

1 8. As per Claim 1 7, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 
See Claim 1 rejection. 

19. As per Claim 18, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

18. A method, comprising: determining a plurality of entity names; determining whether each of 
the entity names is associated with a common word or phrase; (See Claim 1 rejection) and 
generating a table of the entity names that are associated with common words or phrases. {Col 2 
lines 47-63} 

20. As per Claim 19, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 

19. The method of claim 18, wherein determining whether each of the entity names is associated 
with a common word or phrase comprises: comparing each of the entity names to a dictionary of 
words or phrases. (See Claim 7 rejection} 

21 . As per Claim 21, Bowman teaches the limitations as follows: 
See Claim 18 rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 6, 8, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bowman in view of "The Use of external Knowledge in Faction QA'\ known hereafter as Hovy. 

23. As per claims 6 and 20, 

Bowman teaches the claims upon which claims 6 and 20 are dependant, and performing a 
received search and providing links to alternate searches, but Bowman fails to expressly disclose 
"determining whether a word near the entity name in the received search query forms a common 
phrase with the entity name" and using the phrase to rewrite a query. This feature, however, is 
taught in Hovy Section 3 under expanding queries. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this feature as it would provide a 
further option to improve the users query. 

24. As per claim 8 , 

Bowman teaches the claims upon which claim 8 is dependant, but Bowman fails to expressly 
disclose "using a linguistic modeling technique" to determine associations. This feature, 
however, is taught in Hovy Section "Semantic Relation Matching in Webclopedia". Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
this feature as it would provide a further option to improve the users query. 

25. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bowman in view 
of US 20040225681, known hereafter as Chaney. 

26. As per claim 1 1 , 



Application/Control Number: 10/813,572 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2164 

Bowman teaches the claims upon which claim 1 1 is dependant, but Bowman fails to expressly 

disclose determining variation of the entity names. This feature, however, is taught in Chaney 

para 134. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention to include this feature as it would provide to improve the users query. 

27. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bowman in view 

of US 5640553, known hereafter as Schultz. 

As per claim 13, 

Bowman teaches the claims upon which claim 13 is dependant, but Bowman fails to expressly 
disclose rewriting a query when the entity name cannot be expanded. This feature, however, is 
taught in Sultz Figure 6b which teaches doing semantic expansion of terms that are not proper 
nouns. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include this feature, as it would provide to improve the users query. 

Claims 10 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bowman in 
view of "Name Searching and Information Retrieval," known hereafter a Thompson. 
Bowman teaches the claims upon which claim 10 is dependant, and all limitations of claim 
22(see claims 1 and 2 rejections), except Bowman fails to expressly disclose, 
"selectively rewriting the received search query comprises: modifying the received search query 
to include a restrict identifier associated with the entity name when the entity name is determined 
not to be associated with a common word or phrase." However, this is taught in Thompson page 
136 second column with the inclusion of a proximity operator. Thus, it would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this limitation as it 
provides the advantage of the results containing more accurate documents. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cory C. Bell whose telephone number is (571) 272 2736. The 
examiner can normally be reached on m-f 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272 4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 



(A 




SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



